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This Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation describe the social,
economic, and natural environmental impacts associated with proposed improvements to 20
miles of M-15 between I-75 and 1-69 in Oakland and Genesee Counties. This document includes
a summary of the planning basis and of the impacts associated with the proposed project and the
process involved in determining the preferred altemnative. Mitigation measures are also included.
A Section 4(f) Evaluation is included because of adverse effects on historic resources. The
estimated cost of the proposed project is $133,000,000. Thirty-eight residential displacements
and 40 commercial displacements are anticipated. The estimate of direct wetlands effects is 13.4
acres.

Comments on this Draft Environmental Impact Statement are due 60 days after the date of the
public hearing and should be sent to: Mr. Jose A Lopez, Michigan Department of
Transportation, PO Box 30050, Lansing, Michigan 48909.



PREFACE

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 requires that the socia, economic, and natura
environmental impacts of any proposed action of the federal government be analyzed for decision-making
and public information purposes. There are three classes of action. Class | Actions are those that may
significantly affect the environment and require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). Class Il Actions (categorica exclusions) are those that do not individually or cumulatively have a
significant effect on the environment and do not require the preparation of an EIS or an Environmenta
Assessment (EA). Class Il Actions are those for which the significance of impacts is not clearly
established. Class 11 Actions require the preparation of an EA to determine the significance of impacts
and the appropriate environmental document to be prepared — either an EIS or a Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI).

This document is a Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed improvement of M-15 from |-
75 in Oakland County to F69 in Genesee County in Michigan. It describes and analyzes proposed
aternatives, and the measures taken to minimize harm to the project area. It will be distributed to various
federa, state, and local agencies for review and comment. A public hearing on this document will then
be held. Public and agency comments will be summarized in a Fina EIS and responses will be provided.
Any necessary changes resulting from the comments will ke made. Once these changes and additions
have been made, the FEIS will be forwarded to the Federd Highway Administration (FHWA) with a
recommendation that a Record of Decison (ROD) be issued. The ROD will act as Location/Design
Approval, adlowing the poject to move forward to the design stage when funding is identified. After
design come the right-of-way acquisition and construction phases. No funding has been identified past
this environmenta / planning phase.

Because of adverse effects on historic resources, this document also serves as coordination documentation
under Section 106 of the Nationa Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and as the draft Section
4(f) Evaluation, under Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, which aso protects
historic resources.

This document was prepared by a consultant working with the Michigan Department of Transportation
(MDQT), in cooperation with FHWA and other members of a Steering Committee. The Steering
Committee includes representatives from the following divisons within MDOT: Design, Project
Planning, Real Estate, Construction and Technology, Traffic and Safety, and the Metro and Bay Regions.
Information was also furnished by other federa and state agencies, local units of government, public
interest groups, an Advisory Committee of stakeholders and interested local groups, and individua
citizens.

This Draft EIS may be reviewed a the MDOT’s Lansing office at 425 West Ottawa Street (third floor),
48909; the Metro Regon office a 18101 W. Nine Mile Road, Southfield, Michigan 48075; or, the Bay
Region office at 55 E. Morley Drive, Saginaw, Michigan 48601. It is aso available a the Brandon
Township Public Library, 304 South Street, Ortonville, Michigan 48462; and, the offices of the Village of
Goodrich at 10242 West Hegel Road, Goodrich, Michigan 48438. Technica documents referred to in
this Environmental Impact Statement that support the decision-making process that led to the Preferred
Alternative are available at the same locations. Summaries are also available. The Draft EIS and
summaries are also available aa MDOT’s Transportation Service Centers a 2300 Dixie Highway,
Waterford, Michigan 48238 and 9459 Lapeer Road, Davison, Michigan 48423.
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